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HEARING DECISION

This matter is before the undersigned Administ rative Law Judge pursuant to MCL 400.9
and MCL 400.37 following Claim ant’s request for a hearing. After due notice, a
telephone hearing was held on April 16, 2013, from Lansing, Michigan. Claimant
personally appeared and pr ovided testimony. Participants on behalf of Department of
Human Services (Department) included Family Independence Managerﬂ- and
Assistant Payment Worker*

ISSUE

Did the Department pr operly close Claim ant’s State Disability Assistance (SDA) for
failure to return requested verifications?

FINDINGS OF FACT

The Administrative Law Judge, based ont  he competent, material, and substantial
evidence on the whole record, finds as material fact:

1. On October 2, 2012, Claimant was given and mail ed the Ve rification of
Vocational Rehabilitation Status. (Dept Ex. pp 18-20).

2. On October 2, 2012, the Departm ent closed Claimant ’s SDA benefits
effective November 1, 2012.

3. On October 22, 2012, Claimant filed a hearin g request contesting the
department’s closure of SDA benefits.

CONCLUSIONS OF LAW

Department policies are contained in the Br  idges Administrative Manual (BAM), the
Bridges Eligibility Manual (BEM), and the Reference Tables Manual (RFT).
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The State Disability Assistanc e (SDA) program, which provides financial ass istance for
disabled persons, was establis hed by 2004 PA 344. The D epartment of Human
Services (DHS or department ) administers the SDA program pursuant to MCL 4 00.10,
et seq., and MAC R 400.3151-400.3180.

State Disability Assistance (SDA) is a cas h program for individuals who are not eligible
for the Family Independence Pr ogram (FIP) and are disabled or the caretaker of a
disabled person. An SDA eligibility determi  nation group (EDG) consists of either a
single adult or adult and spouses living together. BEM 214.

During the hearing, Claimant te  stified that he nev er received the Verification of
Vocational Rehabilitation Status. The Department indicated that according to their case
notes, he was handed a copy on 10/2/12, and additionally, correspondence showed the
verification had also been mailed by Central Print.

The depar tment did not have any information in Claimant’s file indicatin g that the
Verification of Vocational Rehabilitation  Status was returned as undeliverable. The
proper mailing an d addressing of a letter creat  es a presumption of receipt. That
presumption may be rebutted by evidenc e. Stacey v Sankovic h, 19 Mi ch A pp 638
(1969); Good v Detroit Automobile Inter-Insurance Exchange, 67 Mich App 270 (1976).
Claimant failed to provide cr edible, material, and substant ial evidence to rebut the
presumption of receipt as the department mailed all co  rrespondence to Claimant’'s
address of record.

ECISION AND ORDE

The Administrative Law Judge, based upon the above Findings of Fact and Conclusions
of Law, and for the reasons stated on the record, finds that the Department acted
properly when they closed Claimant’s SDA benefits.

Accordingly, the Department’s SDA decision is AFFIRMED.
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Vicki L. Armstrong
Administrative Law Judge
for Maura D. Corrigan, Director
Department of Human Services
Date Signed: April 17, 2013

Date Mailed: April 18, 2013




2013-8541/VLA

NOTICE: Michigan Administrative Hearing S ystem (MAHS) may order a rehearing or
reconsideration on either its own motion or at the request of a par ty within 30 days of
the mailing date of this Dec ision and Order . MAHS will not or der a rehearing or
reconsideration on the Department's mo  tion where the final decis  ion cannot be
implemented within 90 days of the filing of the original request.

The Claimant may appeal the Decision and Order to Circuit Court within 30 days of the
mailing of the Decision and Order or, if a ti mely request for rehearing was made, within
30 days of the receipt date of the rehearing decision.

Claimant may request a rehearing or reconsideration for the following reasons:

o A rehearing MAY be granted if there is newly discovered evidence that
could affect the outcome of the original hearing decision.
oA reconsideration MAY be granted for any of the following reasons:

= misapplication of manual policy or law in the hearing decision,

= typographical errors, mathematical erro r, or other obvious errors in the
hearing decision that effect the substantial rights of the claimant:

= the failure of the ALJ to address other relevant issues in the hearing decision.

Request must be submitted through the local DHS office or directly to MAHS by mail at
Michigan Administrative Hearings
Reconsideration/Rehearing Request
P. O. Box 30639
Lansing, Michigan 48909-07322
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